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Art Unit: 2164 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Witkowski et al. 
(U.S. Patent 6,345,272). 

Claim 1: Reference is made to FIG. 2, and its associated discussion at col. 3, line 66 
through col. 4, line 30. 

Fig. 2 illustrates both queries and data within a database. The database includes two detail 
tables. The first table is the "Table Sales" 250. The second table is the summary table called 
"Sum_Sales" created by the query 270. A computer processor will inherently process queries on 
the tables. 

In the operation of the system of FIG. 2, the processor will receive the first query 210. 
The input is analyzed and a determination is made to create the second query 280, which requires 
a joining of the data in the two tables (table 250 and the summary table called "Sum_Sales"). 
Both the first and second queries involve aggregation steps (the function "SUM"). 

The processor modifies the first query (210) to create the second query (280). 

Within the second query (280), an aggregation step is performed on each of the two 
tables. The aggregation step "SUM ($AMT)" in the subquery 270 performs an aggregation on 
the $AMT column of the first table 250. This creates the second table "Sum_Sales". The second 
table is then introduced into the modified query (280) and the aggregation step SUM 
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(SUM_S ALES) is then performed on the "region" column of the second table. Thus, the second 
query performs aggregations steps on two different tables. 

The aggregated data from the two tables are then joined into a single table in the query 
(280). The query (280) is a SQL query. The single resulting table will list each region and the 
total sales within that region for the calendar year 1998. 

Claim 2: The second query (280) will aggregate data from two different tables. The 
SUM fiinction performs the aggregation. SUM ($AMT) performs the first aggregation in the 
subquery (270). SUM (SUM_SALES) performs the second aggregation on the second table. 

Claim 3: The generation of the table SUM_SALES is considered an in-line view. The 
data location which stores that view is readable as a "complex folder". 

Claim 4: The aggregation steps are summations of data. 

Claim 5: The processor which processes the queries inherently includes an input device, 
such as a keyboard. Otherwise, no query could be generated. 

Claim 6: The list of possible items are created by the SELECT fimctions in each of the 
queries (210) and (280). The actions performed are the individual commands with the queries, 
such as the command to perform a summation function ("SUM"). 

Claim 7: Each of the queries (210) and (280) are SQL standard queries using SQL 
language. Commands such as SELECT and SUM are standard SQL commands. 

Claim 8: Query (280) requires two aggregation steps on two different tables. The first 
aggregation step occurs in the subquery (270) on table (250). The aggregation command is 
"SUM ($AMT)". The second aggregation step occurs in the query (280) on the summary table 
SUM_SALES. The aggregation command is "SUM (SUM_SALES)". 
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Claim 9: See remarks for claim 1. The database processor and the processor of the query 
are the same processor. 

Claim 10: The database processor and the processor of the query are the same. 

Claim 1 1 : See remarks for claim 2. 

Claim 12: See remarks for claim 3. 

Claim 13: See remarks for claim 4. 

Claim 14: See remarks for claim 5. 

Claim 15: See remarks for claim 6. 

Claim 16: See remarks for claims 1 and 3. 



Remarks 

Applicant's arguments and amendments have been considered. 

It is first noted that applicant does not present any specific arguments which pertain to 
any specific claim limitations. Applicant's arguments are essentially a discussion of FIG. 2 of 
Witkowski without any comparison of Witkowski to any specific claim language, and thus the 
arguments do not establish patentable distinctions over the claims. 

Nonetheless, applicant's basic premise in discussing the Witkowski reference is that 
Witkowski allegedly does not use query (280) to join aggregated sets of data. However, 
applicant's premise is not found to be correct. Two aggregation steps exist. The first aggregation 
is performed in query (270) and is defined by the SQL command (SUM $AMT), which 
aggregates the $AMT data in table (250). The second aggregation is SUM (SUM_Sales) which 
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aggregates data from a table labeled as "Sum_Sales". Query (280) then joins these two 
aggregated sets of data together into a single resulting table. Accordingly, query (280) is a SQL 
join operation since it utilizes SQL commands to join two aggregation steps together to produce 
a single table. 

This office action follows the filing of an RCE request and is made non- final. 
Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Sam Rimell at 
telephone number (571) 272-4084. y 




Sam Rimell 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2164 



